Keywords: language in research; mixed methods; qualitative research methods; quantitative research methods I n a recent conversation with doctoral students and faculty, the term mixed methods when referring to components of research designs spawned much discussion that clarified some confusion. There are a number of meanings of mixed methods as evidenced in the general and nursing research literature. The term method is often used in mixed-methods conversations, when the word procedure would be more accurate. Nurse scholars claiming to use mixed methods are ordinarily referring to asking interviewing questions along with using other data-gathering procedures in their quantitative studies. They call mixed method studies ones in which researchers adhere to the rigor of the quantitative methods (quasi-experimental, correlational, and others) and also use individual or group interviewing procedures to gather different data about the phenomenon under study. Researchers look for themes in the interview data and make comparisons with the statistical data; findings expand understanding of the phenomenon under study. The ontology and methodology (quantitative method and interview procedure) here are consistent with the logical positivist perspective.
I n a recent conversation with doctoral students and faculty, the term mixed methods when referring to components of research designs spawned much discussion that clarified some confusion. There are a number of meanings of mixed methods as evidenced in the general and nursing research literature. The term method is often used in mixed-methods conversations, when the word procedure would be more accurate. Nurse scholars claiming to use mixed methods are ordinarily referring to asking interviewing questions along with using other data-gathering procedures in their quantitative studies. They call mixed method studies ones in which researchers adhere to the rigor of the quantitative methods (quasi-experimental, correlational, and others) and also use individual or group interviewing procedures to gather different data about the phenomenon under study. Researchers look for themes in the interview data and make comparisons with the statistical data; findings expand understanding of the phenomenon under study. The ontology and methodology (quantitative method and interview procedure) here are consistent with the logical positivist perspective.
Confusion arises when the term method is used instead of procedure in describing components of the design of a study. Individual and group interviewing procedures are not methods in themselves. For example, the focus group is not a method but, rather, a procedure for gathering data, as are interviewing procedures when used with quantitative studies.
It is important to note that qualitative methods (phenomenological, ethnographic, and others) have rigorous designs arising from an ontology different from logical positivism. Each qualitative method has its own specific data-gathering procedure; for example, one phenomenological method uses retrospective description, another uses dialogical engagement, and yet another uses descriptive interview.
If scholars conducting research using quantitative methods with the addition of interview questions call their work mixed methods studies, the inference is that both quantitative (quasi-experimental, correlational, and others) and qualitative methods (phenomenological, ethnographic, and others) are part of the same study. This inference calls into question the soundness of the study, based on the importance of ontological-epistemologicalmethodological congruence in valid science.
It is essential to specify the meaning of the components of a research design so that there is no confusion about what is meant by the terms method and procedure. Quantitative and qualitative methods have various datagathering procedures (not methods). This is an invitation for nurse researchers to be precise in using language to promote clarity in the development of disciplinary knowledge.
